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ABSTRACT . ^ - ^ 

Thris document presents the results of a Texas survey 
u^DderValcen to ascertain which developmental diagnostic and screening 
tests are used in the sta^e to identify Mexican-American preschool 
children with learning disabilities. A total of 91 public schools* 
regional se,rvice centers* and Head Start centers throughout the state 
responded to the survey. Respondents were asked to indicate the 
extent to which they used each^developmental test. They also 
delineated their population as: (1) Black* (2) Anglb* (3) 
Hexican^American (tests administered in English)* of (4) 
Hexican^American (tests administered in Spanish). Rtpsalts showed that 
the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test* followed by the Stanfor&*Binet 
and IPAT Culture*Pair Intelligence Test* were used by the largest 
number of sites. Of the tests administered >tp iiexican^Americans* 
almost twice as many were given in English as in Spanish. Few schools 
reported using observation techniques for diagnostic purposes. A 
number of sites, indicated that they adapt^ed or developed tests for ' 
individual diagnostic assessment of learning problems'. Brief 
descriptions of 20 tests are t>rovided in, a Tes^ Reference List. 
(BRT) 
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Pteschool blilngual cliildren who have problems in learning are the 
focus of a special curriculuni development project being conducted by the South- 
v/est Educational Development Laboratory (SLDL) under a grant from the Bureau of 
Education for tlie H.indicappedi * One part of this project Included the identifi- 
cation and/or development of tests appropriate for Mexican American children of 
preschool age, in order to Identify childretl in need of special Instructional 
iTinterjals. To identify the target population — preschool ^tejtican American chil- 
dren witlt mild to moderate problems In learning — initial research included ' two 
Stops: (1) identification and review of tests appropriate for children under age 
five. And (2) a survey to detelrmine v/hich of these tests are In current use with 
the target population in Texas, 

Of the 2*6 million t^tudents enrolled In Texas public schools, an estimated ^ 
500,000 have Learning problems requiring special attention, according to figures 
compiled by the Texas Education Agency (TEA)- An 18-month study conducted by TEA 
of Texas spercial education programs revealed that less than. 50 percent of all 
handicapped children iri the past; received special Instruction, Texas State Plan A, 



* Grant No, OEG--0- 7A-0550 and GOO-75-00592 

The research reported herein was performed pursuant to the above grants witlt 
tlie Office of Education, U-S, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
'T:ontractors undertaking such projects under Government sponsorship are 
encouraged to express freely their professional judgment in the conduct of 
the project, Point^s of view or ofiinlons stated do not, therefore, necessarily 
represent official Office of Education position or policy- ' 



mandated for all Texas public schools by 1976, ^st^ulatea that ail schools mukt 
provide comprehensive educational services for ''those chlldreu ^etween the ages 
of 3 and 21 with physical, mental, entotlonal , and/or learning iilsabllltles.*' The 

emphasis Is not on the descriptive label, but rather on meetlhg the child's Indl- 

/' . .... 

vldual learning needs by providing opportunity consistent wijth his ability to 
learn. * 

At the national level, the Federal 9"ldellnes for Head Start mand^e that 
at least 10 percent of the enrollment In Head Start classes be comprised of 
handicapped chlldr^. Provision -of ^qual educational opportunities ior the pre* 
school handicapped assumes the acci^rate Identification of these chi^ldren. 

Compounding th'e problem of identifying those In deed of special education 
In Texas Is the fact that almo9t 25 percent of* the student population are Mexican 
American, and many of them are Spanish speakers. Throughout ^the years, a large 
number of these children -haVe been labeled as mentally retarded because they were 
unable to understand tests administered In English (Melsgler, 1966; Calzonclt, 
1971).. This fact, along with the state and federal mandates for providing edu- 
cation for the handicapped prior to first grade, emphasizes the need for th^ 
, accurate assessment of young Mexican American children* 

Following a review of tests developed for young children, a siitvey was 
dejslgn&d to Identify two typos of tests: (1) specific te^ts used lio Identify- 
children eligible ^or Plan A at the preschool level, and (2) tests ased with 
Mexican American children. In English and In Spanish. Tb^ staters Plan A and 



the large Mexlc^ American population made Texas an exemnlary area for conducting 
l^e survey- / ' \ 
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SURVEY OF TESTS MSED j 

i 

Survey Fojrm ; ^ ^ * j 

The Survey^of Tests in ^ae consisted of three parts- Listed in Part I. were 

20 tests identified through the literature review (See Test Reference List). 

I 

Respondents ^it ^the sites were asked to Indicate whether a test was used^ and if 
SQ, the extent jof use as indicat^ by whether It was used (1) only at special 
ce^iters or ekpejrimental sites/ (2) across the school system, or (3) for ail pre- 
school children]. Respondents delineated the population at each site as (I) Blacky 
(2) Anglo, (3) jMexican Anierican""tests administered in Cnglish^ and i^) Mexican 
American — tes t^ admin is tered In Spanish. 

L ^ 

In Part I|, respondents were asked to list t\\e tests they used for screening 
or initial ideij»tification of thiidren- In Part III» they were requested to list^ 
specific tests used or developed Lo jTj^i?asure particular abilities. 

Responden ts ^ 

Survey forms^were mailed ^o Public Schools, Regional Service Centers, and 
Ueod Start Centers throughout the state- Of approximately 1^200 public school 
kindergartens, 100 were selected at random to participate in the survey- Survey 
forms were also mailed to 132 Plan A schools^ the 20 Regional Service Centers, 
and 17 Hea<i Start Centers- Table 1 lists the total number of school districts 
from which the random selection was made,^the number of sites to which sqrvey 
forms were mailed^ and the number of responses received- 
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TABLE 1 
. SITES SURVEYED 



SITES 




No. of 

Possible 

Sites* 


No. of- 

Questionnaires 
Sent 


No. of 

Responses 

Received 


Public Scliools; 

With Kindergarten Programs 
/W^th Plan A Programs 

i^^ionaJ; Service Centers 


r 

t 

i 


1,200 

■ 20 ' 


100 
132 


21 ^ 

62 
. / 


* 

Head Start Centers 


\ 

• 1 


68 


- 17 













%ased on 1973-7^ flgurea, ^ 

I 



AADue to lack of site specification on the returned sur\^y forms, the Plan A 
and Head Start centerB yere combined for number of responses received and 
for survey eValua'tion, ■ , 



Each respondent Uas asked to ^tlmate the^percentage of Blocks, Anglos, and 
Mexlcdn Americans enrolled at h^s site. Not all sites reported the ethnic com- 
position, nor did each site have all three ethniS-groups represented. The systems 
varied greatly in ethnic composition, ranging from a totally homogeneous enroll-* 
ment to a tri^ethnic balance. Table 2 shows the number of schools that reported 
some enrollment of each apecified ethnic group. 
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TABLE 2 

ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF SITES RESPONDING 



SITE . 


No.' 
-»e — 


Responding 


Black 


Anglo 


Mexican 
American 




Pubilc Schools: 

With KindergartTen Programs 
With Plan A Prograi^s £r Other 






la 

' 58 


H 
A7 


17 , 
55 ' 


13 
,51 




Regional Service Centers 








A 




A 




Head Start Centers* 

1 














* 



^Included in Plan A figures. 

**Elght Regional Service Centers responded to the survey, but only four 
answered the question concerning ethnic composition of sites. 
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SUMMARY OF SURVEY RESPONSES 
Listed Test Instruments 

Shown In Table 3 are the responses concerniag the use of 20 dia^ostlc tests 
specified on the survey? Responses were received ftoni 62 Plan A schools^ 21 
public school kindergartens, and eight service centers. The tests are listed in 
order of frequency of use by each type of site, with the purpose of testing and 
target population tested specified for the total group using each test. As 
revealed" In the table, the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test was used by the 
largest number of sites (78), followed by the Stanforjj^Blnet, (6A) , IPAT Culture^ 
Fair Intelligence. Tes t (62), Wedksler Preschool and Primary Scale of intelligence 
(WPPSI) (56), Frostig (51), and Slosson Intelligence Test (A5) . The Test of 
Basic Inexperiences (TOBE) , whil^ not used ^extensivelj^ in the l^ublic schools, was 
administered by all eight service centers, and tha Rav^n Coloured Progressive 
Matrices and the Lelter International Peicforirihrfce Scale were talrly widely used 
by public school kindergartens/ 'Of the tests jadministered to Mexican Americans, 
almost twice as niany were given in English as in Spanish (A36 vs^ 221^,* Whether 
the tests administered In Spanish were on the basis of a standard written trans- 
lation- or an extemporaneous translation ^as not Indicated,, nor was it noted 
whether the same children received tests in two languages or whether different 
populations were tested in English and in S^ani'sh, 

. Almost, all of the tests were used primarily throughout the school system, 
that is, with children of all ages* The Denver Developmental Scale was used 
largely for diagnosis in special centers and ajt the preschool level, while the 
TOBE was used principally in preschools and throughout the system. Information 
and a brief description of each test are.provlded in the Test Reference List 
at the end of this report, ^' 



TABU } 

SUMKAlT or SUKVEY KCSraHStSt use Of* SftCtfltH TESTS 



I 




USED FOR SPECIAL . 
DIAGNOSIS IN 
(TOTAL M - 64>« 


STUDENTS 
(TOTAt H • e4)* 


TEST 


f ubl Ic ScbiKiL*' 




TOTAL 


Special 
C«dE«r« 


Acro«« 
SyflCu 




BUcU 








ri«n A 


ttlnd«r|[Art«n 




SITES 
(W-ft4) 


f riidiool 


Acif la« 


tnillih 


-- 


Pflflbt^^y f icEuf Vou bu Iflf y Tflflt 




IJ 






^ J 


1 If 




J J 


\ 


70 


SB 








10 








1 liL 

t <D 


it 








4S 










a 1 






101 




44 






4« 


14 


itie«iiii«nc« twvrst) ^ 










31 . 


104 


n 


39 




^ 44 








U 






tl 




u 


33 




37 














1% 




14 


16 




IB 




L«lt«r tdEflriuElDoAl P«rfarB«nc« Sc«l« 




\l 






17 




11 


11 




IS 


16 


V«l«Er 










17 




10 


19 




21 


* 6 


[^ttCrole T««t ot L««rnln« AprlEud* 














6 


11 




17 


S 


fr««choal ActfllnHOE 1l«cord 










II 




IJ 


11 




U 


7 












IB 




5 


ID 




11 


B 


ftav«n Qolotind FfogrMalv* H«Erlc«« ^ 

0 












■ 


I 


17 




IB 


6 


Arthur Pvlat Sctit 
















10 




11 


S 


D«nv«r |>ttv«lop«nt«l Sc«l« 














U 






B 


4 


Hlnn«»t« Prmtchooi Bcmlt 










Ik 






14 




U 


7 




a 














LI 




LO 


S 


CflUfornl* T«at of H«nE41 M-Eurlty 


10 


* 


' 0 








9 


a 




10 


3 


Dflvtlopuntly^ Sch«dul«« 


B 




4 


1/1 






2 


V 






4 


C«Ldw«ll PrMcbooL tnv«ntorr ^ 


5 


0 


0 








7 . 


3 




I 


1 


fUll-lAnl* Plcrur* Vacibul«ry T«tt j 


ii 


D 


0 




0 




3 


J 




s 


0 


V 

























*T«itt v«r« ■d^lof «E«fvd In Rori thJin on* flchdol mid aar* Eh«[i on* tlA* 
th« indlc«t«d tlt« Eatfll in »v«r«l ln«ttfK«i^ 



In OQ^t 

NOTE J On Ebt fofloulm pflgv It « tltC flitdUlontl E«tta roPtrrrid by th«/tlt«^ 



ithaol iTttflnn^ vbfch flccaunCi 'or tht r««ulei b«lflf gr«tC«r Chts 
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ADDITIONAL SPECIFIED TESTS 



(see Table 3) 



TEST TITLE * 



NUMBER OF Sl^ES , LISTING 



Goodenough praw-A-Pereon Test * 

McCarthy Scale of Mental Abilities 

. Vineland Social Ma turity Scale 

Developmental Test of- Visual Motof Integration 

(Berry) 
Boehm Basic Concepts 

' Ben'der Visual Motor Gestalt Test 

Vane Kindergarten Test 

S linger land Process Sample 

Wise " , 

Meaning ^^leet Screening Test 

Metropolitan Readiness Test 

Utah Test of Language Development 

Columbia Mental Maturity 

Preschoo 1 1 Language Scale (litmiocrTnan) 

ABC Inventory ' 

Riley Preschool Developmental Screening Inventory 
Heacham Verbal Language Development Scale 
American Guidance Screening Test 

Paychoeducatlonal Evaluation of Preschool Children 

Wlnterhaven Perceptual Test 

Inter American Test of Oral English 



7 
6 
5 
5 
5 
5 

3 
3 

0 

2 
2 
2 

if 

2 
2 
2 

* 1 
1 

1 
'1 
1 
1 



Obs&rva t lljn Ins t rumen ts ^ ' 

The fact that few schools In Texas use standard observation Instruments for 
diagnostic purposes In tTi§ preschool period Is apparent In Table A. Only lA of 
the 8A eltes reporting^ used standard observation Instruments of any kind. 

Specially Adapted Initial Screening Tests . * 

A number of sites indicated that they ada^^ted or developed tesls or parts 
of tests . Cor Individual diagnostic assessment of learning problems In preschool 
children.. Th^ developmental areas tested by the three types of sit;es are shown 
in Table 5. ^ 

The Flan A schools Initiated a much larger number of Inltl^ screening 
devices than did the public school kindergartens or service centers. More were 
developed for use in testing visual, auditory, and motor areas than in the other 
leamlQg areas. It appeared that Initial screening took place primarily through- 
out the school systems, with onTy a smalT percentage administered at special, 
diagnostic centers or to all preschool children. As In fh^ other types of 
testing reported, more Mexican Americans were administered tests in English 
than In Spanish. 

Specially Adapted Test Instruments 

Diagnostic tests developed on site or adapted from existing tests were 
grouped for survey purposes by the following categories: receptive processes, 
such as visual, auditory, and tactile; expressive proce^ses^ such as oral 
language and motor response^; central processes, including memory, association, 
and analys' and other, to Inclade anything not covered b^^ the specific 
categories* 

J 

iO 



TABLE ^ p 

SUMMARY OF SURVEY RESPONSES: OBSERVATION INSTRUMENTS 





fl 


SITtS 




STUDENTS TESTED 
■ (TOTAL N-'SA) 


TEST 


Public 


* 

Schools 


Service 


TOTAL 


Black 


Angle 


Hex. 


Am. 


Plan A 
(N=58) 


Kinder. 
(N=18) 


Centers 


(N=8A) 






Eng. 




Bales Interaction^ 
Analysis 


0 


J 


0' 


0 


1 ■ 








Flanders 


1 

< 


0 


"1 


I 


1 


1 


1 


0 


Indiana Cogn i t ive 
Demand Schedule 


0 


0 


\ 

0 


0 










Florida Cllnuite fii 
Control System 


0 


0 


0 ' 
• 


a 






t 




Indiana i'upU 

Pnr t icipa t ion Scliedule 


0 


0 


1 

0 


0 










Other* 


1 1 


2 


I'. ' - 


lA 


10 


11 


9 


5 



''^Add 1 tlonal Obscrva L ion Ins t rumen ts ; 
TEST TITLt^ 

Picture Story Language Test (Hyklebust) 

Vine land Social Mn tur 1 ty Scale 

Teacher ^ Examiner Informal 

Dr. E. Y, Zedler'5— SWTU 

Inter American Test of Ceneri^l Ability 

Or. Giles' Screening Instrument 

Psychoeducational Evaluation of P^Bchool Children 
Burk's Behavior Scole ^ - 



NUMBER OF SITES LISTING 
3 
2 



II 

10 



i 



TABLE 5 

SUMMARY OF SURVEY RESPONSES TO SPECIALLY AIJAPTED TESTS 





5tTC$ 


fQR< irECUL 
(TOTAL W - B4) ' * 




STUDQfTS 
(TpTAL n * i4) 


* 


TEST 


^ub^lc School* 












: J 
















TOTAL 


$p«tl«l 








AosLo 




















ft 






(we*) . 












* 









4 , 




IB 


11 ^ 


40 ' 


n 


17 


10 


11 






13 


4 




19 


u 


39 


B 


IJ ^ 


IB \ 


IJ 


11 




17 


J 




■ 


' 10 


47 


14 ' 


IB 


U 


19 


u > 


Tl«u«l ^. 


19 


J 




J3 


IB 


J4' . 


B 


U , 


14 


\" 


u 


Audltorr 


IS 


4 




35 


If 


^ 34 ' 


9 


- 11 


' 14 


14 


;'ij 


Hot^r \^ 


Jl 


I 




Ms 


13 


J9 ' 




10 


I\^ 




11' 




10 


0 


0 


10 


4 


11 




6 


7 


^ 6 

1 


* 








TEST 
















^ jmtJlcot}. tnttlU. «tc.> 


1} 


T 

J 




n 


19 


31 


9 , 


17 


11 


10 


la 


tjCpt«Mlv« PtOCflJIM* (OT«l 


12 




3 


iJ' 


17 


41 


» 


17 


^ 10 


16 


14 




10 ^ 


1 * 


I 


n 


1« 


J9 


9 


A 


ID 




ji . 




3 


0 


1 


6 


4 . 


11 


D 


4 
















-* — 

















mEMVATtON INlJTMUMarrn 



/ Pupil AflhJivlof; 


la 


I 


3 ' 


J3 


\o 


50 


9 


IB 


11 


19 


10 


\ T*dch«t B«h«vldt . - _ 


11 


1 


0 , 


XI ' 


I 




i 


7 


t 


6 


1 




























t 


0 


0 


6 


I 


4 




3 


3 


1 


1 



*NOni Oj] thd follcvlnt 1« « ll«t of ^dltlAnjil t««ti tJipottrd th« «ltM. 
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.. , ' ADDITIOWAL SPECIALLY ADAPTED TESTS 

* . ^Csee Table 5) 
. ^ ■ 

TEST TITLE * * ' 

'. - ' - 

■' • ^ 

Initial Screening Measures * 

Auditory Test for Language^ Comprehension (Carrow) - , 
Purdue Perceptual-Motor Survey (Kephart) 
Denver deyelopmental Screening Test 
Locally developed scalesr'^lZ sites 



Test Instruments 

Locally developed scaI.e^S"3 sites 



Observation Instruments , : ^ 

Psychpe due agonal Inventory of Basic Learning Abilities 
Purdue PercBptual-Motor Survey (Kephart) ' 



13 

12 



^ Table 5 also shows tft^ re'sults of the survey of innovative tests* Hete 
again, Plan A schools^ developed or adapted many more tests than did the public 
kindergartens and a higher percejitage than did the service centers* A large 
majority were des^ned fqr use throughout the system*" As was^ the case with the 
other types of tpsts, more were' used with Mexican Americans than with Blacks or 
Anglos, who received an ^Imost equal ntrmber* Ag^in, the Mexican Anierican students 
were tested. in English more^than in Spanish, although a latger percentage were 
administered tests in Spanish in this category than in the categories comprised 
of standard test^. While definite conclusions cannot be drawn from this sample, 
itek^ls possible that one of the reasons £or adapting tests was to translate or' 
revise them into Spanish, giving native Spanish-speaking children a greatet 
opportunity tox^ a fair evaluation. 



Specially Adapted Observation Instrbments 

The number and types of specially adapted or designed observation .instruments^ 
are shown in Table 5* More instruments — over twice as many — were devised -to 
assess fupll behavior than teacher behavior* "Approximately half of the Plan A 
schools reported the development of pupil behavior' instruments, while only one- 
^ tenth of the kindergartens and one-third of the service centers revealied concern 



in this area^ 

It is obvious from this survey that testing of Mexican American children in 
Spanish was not a cor\sistently followed procedure during the 197A school year, 
the time during which this survey jJas conducted. It remains to be seen whether 
the more recent information and articles on the effect of language of administra.^ 
^'tdKjn* en .t^st results and recognition of cultural bias in testing, legislation, 
funding rectiirement^ or laWsuits will 'c%mge . JahiSv,pattern. 



TEST REFERENQE LIST, 
ARTHUR POINT SCALE OF PERFORMANCE TESTS 

■ ■ .. ■ ^ 

Grace Arthur, Psychological Corporation — Revi^sed Foritn II, 1947; Form I, 1925^43 
ft 

^ Two forms of tests exist. Form I is not being distrib!|pted. Form. II (revised) 
provides for measuremeat of the abilities of deaf claildren, children who have 
readii^^^abilities, children who have speech problems, and ^^on-English-^' 
speaking children. Standardlzajtion is based on children from 5 to 15 years 
of age* 



CALDWELL PRESCHOOL INVENTORY 

Bettye M, Caldwell, Educational Testing Service, 1968, 1970 (Ages 3-6) 

\ ^ 

Th^ instrument is designed as a brief assessment and screening procedure 
(for use with children^ages 3-6)* It is to be admiijis tered individually/ 
The test was desij^ned to measure achievement in areas that nre regarded as 

necesstiry for success in school. Another aim of the test is to'determine 
the extent of disadvantage a child from a deprived background may have. 



CALIFORNIA TEST OF MCNTAL MATURITY 

V 

E. T. Sullivan, W. W. Clark, E. ,W. Tiegs, California Test Bureau, 1963 
Ck-1, ^duit) * 

15 



The test is designed to provide a measureinent of general intelligence* It 
is divided into seven k^eas: logical reasoning, verbal concepts, memory, language 
nonlanguage, spatial i)ela t lonships , and numerical reasoning. 

i 

DENVER DEVELOPMENTAL SCREENING TEST 

I 

William K, Frankenburg, jJosiah P, Dodds, University of Colorado Medical 
Center, 1966, 1970 (Infants andTreschool Children) 

i ■ ^ " 

The instrument is desi:gn^d to identify ''children with serious developmental ^ 
delays-'' The test, measuiies four aspects of functioning; gross motor, fine motor 
(use of hands, seeing, nonverbal problems), language (hearing, talking), and 
personal-social (including self-care and relations with others). 

DETROIT TESTS OF LEARNING APTITUDE 

Harry J- Baker, Bernice Leland, Test Division of Bobbs-Merrill Company, 
1935", 1959, 1967 (aged 3 - Adult) 

This is a general intelligence test- Strengtha and weaknesses in psychological 
constitution are investigated in the following areas: pictorial absurdities, 
verbal absurdities, pictorial opposltes, verbal opposites, motor speed and pre- 
cision, auditory attention Sfilan, oral commissions, social adjustment A, visual 

I 

attention span, orientation, jfree association, memory for designs, number 
ability, social adjustment B, broken pictures. Oral directions, and like- 
nesses and differences. 

16' 
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FROSTIG DEVEljOPMENTAL TEST OF VISUAL^PER^EPTION 

Marianne Frostig, Welty Lefever, John R^fe, Whittlesey, Consulting Psycholo- 
gists Press, 1963 (standardization) ; screening device (^ges 3^wJ clinical 
device -(Ages . 8 - Adult) 



This test was (developed to test children ^hose perceptual abilities are below 
the normal perceptual abilities. V^^^ test| is also designed to pij^point^the age 

3p, and| can be used to predict reading sue- 



at which perceptual abilities devet 

cess in primary grades and possible problei^^s in perceptual area^« 



FULL-RANGE PIC^TURE VOCABULAPfY TESt 



(AMMONS 



Robert B. Amnions, Hele;^ S- Ammons, ipsychol^fgical Test Specf'alists}^ 19A8, 
(Ages 2 - Adult). 



This test is essentially nonverbal* The test is designed in picture form* The 
individual Ifi shown several pictur^^ and asked to choose the onfe that pest il- 
lustrates/the meaning of a particular word. Words used range in diffijiulty^ from 
50% pas/ing at 2 years old to wordB too difficult for average a^dultS. 



1 



ERIC 



GBSELL DEVELOPMENTAL SCHEDULES \ ^ \ 

Lrnold Gesell and others, Psychologxial Corporation, 1925^A9 (19A0 Serie^), 

"1 , - 1 



(Ages A weeks to 6 years) 



This instrument provides measures of motor development, adaptive behavior, language 
development , and personal-soc ial behavior^ 
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NEBRASKA TEST OF LEARNING APTITUDE (HISKEY-NEBRASKA) 

Marshall S-jniskey (Marshall S- Hlskey Publisher) , 19A1-1966 (Ages 3-17) 

This test V^s originally designed as an Intelligence test for those with audi- 
tory problems (ranging from small hearing deficiencies to those who are totally 
deaf); It Is .-nonverbal - After the test Is given, an age equivalent Is obtained 
Hlskey calls \this "age-' the "learning age" ofj^e child- 



ILLINOIS TEST 



DF PSYCHOLINGUISTIC ABILITIES (ITPA) 
James J- McCarthy, Samuel A< Kirk, University of Illinois Press, .1961,^963, 
196B (Ages iJ - 10-3) ^ 



V 



This test was 



developed tcJ Identify the psycholingulstic abilities and dis- 



abilities of children (preschool and school age), 



LEITER INTERT^AtION^ PERFORMANCE SCALE 

R- G- Leltei*, Psychological Service Center, 19A8; 1950, 1959 (Ages 2-12) 
This test may be administered by pantemlme* It is nonverbal- 



MINNESOTA PRESCHOOL SCALE ^ ' . 

Goodenough, Maurer, Van Wagenen, American Guidance Service, Inc., 1940 

(Ages 1 1/2 - 6)- ^ 

.18 
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The tesC^s designed to provide an estimate of verbal and nonverbal In- 
telligen<6. Intelligence estimates are given as early as 18 months. 



PEABODY PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST (PPVT) 

Lloyd H. Dunn, American Guidance Service, Inc, , 195A , 1959 (Ages 2.5 - 18) 

Examiner giyes the subject a stimulus word; subject Is then to Indicate (P 
which of sever;|l pictures best ITlustrates the meanljng of the word* Scores 
may be /nterprieted in three ways; percentile r^k, mental age, oi^^^^andard 



deviation of 15, 
* / 



'RbSChoOL Attainment recorp (par) ; ^ 

Edgar A. Doll (Edgar A, Doll, Distributor), 1966 (Research Edition) 
(Ages 6 months - 7 years) ^ 

This test provides an assessment of physical, social, and Intellectual func- 
tions of young children. Comparisons can be made on a child-to-ch^ld basis 

1 

(different administrations of the test). 'Author cites special usefulness for 
chiidren with language difflQultles (those children who reslst'^examlnatlon or 
who have cultural differences), ' 

COLOURED PROGRESSIVE MATRICES ) ^ 

Raven,- Peychdlogical Corporation (U/^. Distributor), 19A7, 1956 (Ages 5-11) 

Individual administration (Ages 5-8),- j^<^ 
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SLOSSON IWTELLIGENCE TEST 

Richard L. Slosson, Slosson Educational Publications, 1963 (Ages 1 month - 
Adult)'. 

This test is partly based on Items taken from Stanford-Blnet Intelligence Sj:ale 
and Gesell Developmental Schedules , and Is designed to give an evaluation of 
the subjeCt^s mental ability. 



STANFORD-BINET^INTELLIGENCE SCAlE 

Lewis M. Terman, Maud A. Merrill, Houghton-Mlf flln Company^ I960 (3rd re- 
vision) (Ages 2 - Adult). 

This test' Ls designed to measure general Intelligence. The test Is organized by 
age levels. Questions are arranged In ascending difficulty* 



TESTS OF BASIC EXPERIENCES (TOBE) ^ 
Margaret: H. Moss, McGraw-Hill, 1970 (Grades K-1) 



1 



The' TOBE Is divided Into five major areas; mathematics, language, science, 
social studies, and general concepts* The test Is designed to be used as a 
gross measure of a child's experiences and familiarity with various con^^ts* 



^0 
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VALETT DEVELOPMENTAL SURVEY OF BASIC LEARNING ABILITIES 

Robert E* Valett^ Consulting Psychologists Press, Inc. (Ages 2-7) 

^*his diagnostic tool Is designed to evaluate the developmental status of 
children, ages 2-7. Survey Is helpful In determining whether or not addi- 
tional dlagnos t Ic evaluation Is Indicated . 

WECHSLER PRESCHOOL AND PRIMARY SCALE OF IKTELLIGENCIT (WPPSl) 

David Wechsler, The Psychological Corporation, 1963^ 1967 (Ages A-6 l/2). 

The purpose orf the test Is to ^praise the potentialities of the A- to 6- 
year-old child. It Is an e-xtenslop of the WlSC, following the same theo- 
retlcal approaches* 

^ ' , , . . r ■ : .;■ 
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